The Pauline Le ers are read today in two respects: they are treated on the one hand historically, that is, as documents from the past. But at the same time they are also accepted as a religious message which is valid beyond its original context and mutatis mutandis for all Christians.
This way of reading the Pauline Le ers is not a compromise of modern historical studies and traditional Christian belief, but goes back to the Christians in the fi rst century A.D. who copied the le ers of Paul and passed them on to other churches not intended originally as their addressees. Although no papyrus fragments dating from the time of Paul or shortly a er his death (ca. 60 A.D.) have been preserved, 1 we have no reason to doubt that the Pauline le ers were already being duplicated for repeated reading or for circulation in the fi rst century. They were treated as documents to be read also in churches whose members were neither primary recipients nor necessarily faced the issues dealt with in the le ers. Otherwise it would be quite diffi cult to explain, for example, how Clement of Rome in the 90s of the fi rst century 2 was accessible to the First Corinthians (cf. 1 Clem. 47:1-3). Though each of the Pauline le ers 3 represents as its primary context the correspondence from Paul to the addressed church, 4 they began to be read also with a new context, in which the validity of their content was not restricted to the original situation, but extended to other Christians and accepted as theological and ethical criterion of Pauline Christianity.
The character of this "multiple context" was one of the most important features that the Pauline le ers gave to early Christian literature. In the history of early Christianity we can fi nd, in my view, a process of the Pauline le ers being read as "multiple context" documents. And in this process the emphasis was placed more and more on the secondary context.
In this paper we are dealing with the process of the reception of the Pauline le ers in the fi rst century. Here the focus is put on the way in which they came to be read more with the secondary context. But because of limited space, we have to restrict ourselves to a few of the most important points in this process.
Readership of the Pauline Le ers
There are several ways of categorizing le ers in antiquity. For example, the so-called Pseudo Demetrius (Epistolary Types: 2nd Century B.C. -3rd century A.D.) mentions 21 types, whereas Pseudo Libanius (Epistolary Styles 2: 4th-6th centuries A.D.) gives as many as 41.
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But for our purpose it would be suffi cient, following David Trobisch, 6 to accept the following three categories: (1) private le er,
